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The author'* object is to point out to the young e

girl the dangers to which she is most exposed, I
and give her aspirations the right direction; to e

prove that neither wealth, nor position, nor r

beauty, nor intellectual power, nor even love, j
cau satisfy the longings of an immortal nature, c

that only faith in the Crucified One, an entire
^

resting of the heart upon him, can give repose
to the unquiet spirit, satisfaction to the everaskingheart.

The writer has shown a full appreciation of t

the great object of living, and of the true way i

to bear.ti y, ennoble, and perfect human charac- 1
Ur. It s wntten in most attractivs styIs; the 1
grouping id fine, the characters are drawn with i

spirit and originality; it abounds in fine
thoughts, just and elevated sentiments, and
deep moral truths; and is altogether a very
( harming book.
*- ....i.

WASHINGTON, D. C.
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Office, A'o. 501 Seventh street, betvoeen D and E,
otte square south of City Post Office.

THURSDAY, JULY 31, 1866.

THE ERA 70S THE CAMPAIGN.

The Era for the campaign, from the first of
A ugust to thefirst of December, a period of four
months, embracing the most interesting part of
the canvass, and the returns of the vote in November,will be furnished to subscribers, singly
or in clubs, at fifty cents a copy. Will our

frier,d3 see that the offer be made public in
their several neighborhoods, and send us as

many names as possible? it is just as importantto circulate papers as it is documents.

TUESDAY IN CONGRESS.

'* The Senate was engaged upon River and Harborbills.
In the House, the amendment of Mr. Shermanto the Army bill was adopted.yeas HI,

nays *6. And the bill was then ordered to be
engrossed.yeas 89, nays 83.

Mr. Dunn moved to reconsider the House
bill No. 75, to annul the acts of the Kansas
Legislature, with a view to offer a substitute,
and called for the previous question. Mr.
Cobb moved to lay the motion to reconsider
on the table, which motion was rejected.yeas
69, nays 93, The House then agreed to reconsider.Hut the Era went to press before
further action took place.

OLIVER S REPORT.

Mr. Oliver, of Missouri, comes to the followingconclusions, in his minority report, as one

ot the Kansas Investigating Committee :
44 In conclusion, the undersigned begs to reportthe following facts and conclusions, as he

believes, established by the testimony, and
sanctioned by the law :

* First. That at the first election held in the
Territory under the organic act, for Delegate to
Congress, Gen. John \V. Whitfield received a

plurality of the legal votes cast, and was duly
elected such Delegate, as stated in the majority
report:

Second. That Me Territorial legislature was
a l*:tally conxtuvrta bony, awl /too power to

pass valid laws, and their enactments are thereforevalid.
44 Third. That these laws, when appealed to,

.have been used for the protection of life, liberty,and property, and for the maintenance of
law and order in the Territory.
" Fourth. That the election under which the

sitting Delegate, John W. Whitfield, was held,
was in pursuance of valid law, and should he
regarded as a valid election.

*' Fi fth. That as said Whitfield, at said elecwftb0;rrSppLfiutyw-
Delegate to this body, and is entitled to a scat
on this floor as such.

44 Sixth. That the election under which the
contesting Delegate, Andrew H. Reeder, claims
his seat, was uot held under any law, but in
contemptuous disregatfd of all law ; and that
it should only be regarded as the expression of
a band of malcontents and revolutionists, and
consequently should be wholly disregarded by
the House.

44 Seventh. As to whether or not Andrew H.
Reeder r .eeived a greater number of votes of
resident citizens on the Oth than J. W. Whitfielddid on the 1st of October, 1855, no testimonywas taken by the Committee, so far as
the undersigned knows, nor is it material to
the i*sue.

44 All of which is respectfully submitted.
" M. Olivkr."

Mr. Oliver resides on the borders of Kansas;
his constituents, though not all, are the very
44 Border Ruiliaus"' themselves; and it was

proven before the Committee, that Mr. Oliver,
a Representative in Congress then, as he is
now, was at the election at Hays's, in the Fifteenthdistrict, made a speech, and urged or

defended the right of his Missouri constituentsto vote. Messrs. Howard and Sherman,
the majority of the Committee, refer in theiif
report to this matter as follows;

44 Fifteenth District..The election in this
district was held in the house of a Mr. Hays.
On the day of election, a crowd of from 400 to
500 meu collected aronnd the polls, of which
the great body were citizens of Missouri. One
of the judges of election, in his testimony,
states that the strangers commenced crowdingaround the polls, at.d then the residents left.
Threats were made, before and during the electionday, that there should be no Free State
candidates, although there were nearly or quite
as many Free State as Pro-Slavery men residentin the district. Most of the crowd were
drinking and carousing, cursing the Abolitionists,ana threatening the only Free State judgeof election. A majority of those who voted
wore hemp in tbeir button-holes, and their
pass-word was ' all right on the hemp !' Manyof the Missourians were known and named by
the witness. Several speeches were made by
them at the polls, and amongst those who spoke
were Major Oliver, one of our Committee, Col.
Burns, and Lalan Williams, of Platte county.
Major Oliver urged upon all present to use no
harsh words, and expressed the hope that nothingwould be said or done to harm the feelings
of the most sensitive on the other side. He
gave some grounds, based on the Missouri Compromise.in regard to the right of voting, and
was understood to excuse the Missourians for
voting. Your Committee are satisfied that he
did not vote."

These amiable gentlemen exonerate their
colleague from the imputation of so gross a
violation of law aa that of wnfintr in thn T«»n.

torj would amount to; but is he a whit less culpablefor refraining from what he urged others
to do? We think not. We think it would
have been more manly to hare set tbem the
example.
Of course, it could not be expected that Mr.

Oliver, thus circumstanced, a representative
of the Missouri borderers, and an aider and
abettor in their invasions of Kansas, could
come to different conclusions. We think there

I was a manifest impropriety, a want of delicacy,I exhibited, in his taking the office of CommisIsioner, to investigate a matter in which his
constituents and himself were the very parties
implicated. But 'fee was not a mere passive

i recipient of the office. He sought it earnestly,
and the whole South backed his application,
so that Mr. Banks, who in a spirit of magna*
nimity which has never characterize the ProSL.veryparty, yielded to their urgent solicitations.We think he acted unwisely. The mincritymember should have been one of the
ablest and most upright members from the
Sooth, a friend of the Administration; but he
sbooid not have been from Missouri. He
tboakl have been free from any merely personalbias. A minority report from such a

would have commanded far more attention
than one from a pa ticept criminis, as Mr.
Oliver is, to tay nothing of the undue influence

ixerted upon him by the fact that the great
ody of his constituents are the chief offendtb.It is requiring something more than Ronanvirtue and firmness to expect a man to
udge fairly and dispassionately in his own
:ause.

PRESIDENT PIERCE AHD GOV. REEDEE.
CURIOUS REVELATIONS.

Among the mass of evidence accompanying
he Report of the Kansas Investigating Comnittee,just published, is that of the Hon. A. H.
iteeder. We have not room for the whole of
hia interesting testimony, but the following statementsare too important to be passed over in
silence:
Governor Reeder states that, in the fall of

1854, subsequent to the November election, he
wrote to the President private letters, fully detailingthe outrageous invasion by the Missourians,in the fullest confidence that he was anxiousto have the laws faithfully executed. GovernorR. also wrote to the President early in
1855, prior to the election of March 30th,
that the same scenes of violence and outrage
were to be repeated. After the election, which
was carried precisely like that of November,
by Missouri votes, in violation of law, and in
subversion of the Territorial Government, GovernorKeeder came to Washington, and, in familiarconversations with the President, gave
him the fullest details of everything. He goes
on to state:

44 The President, in our interviews, expressed
himself highly please>l and satisfied with my
course, and. in the most unequivocal language
approved mid endorsed all 1 had done. He
expressed some regret, however, that my speech
in Kaston had omitted all allusion to the illegalitiesofthe Emigrant Aid Society,and thought
it was perhaps unnecessarily strong in its denunciation01 the Missouri invasion. I told him
I had no knowledge of the operations of the
Emigrant Aid Company, except what was beforethe whole public ; and so long as they had
not sent out men merely to vote, and not to
settle, (of which I had no evidence, and which
I did not believe,) I could not consistently denouncetheir course as illegal. He stated that
this Kansas matter had given him more harassinganxiety than anything that had happened
siuce the loss of his son; that it haunted him
day and night, and was the great overshadowing
trouble of his Administration. He stated that
the most pertinacious complaints of rae bad
been made to him, and the most urgent demands
had been made for my removal, upon every
ground that could be got up; that General Ati hisoxpressed it in the most exciting manner, and
would listen to no reasoning at all. As to the
charges of purchasing Indian lands and interestsin towns, he saul he was entirely satisfied
as to theformer, that it was all fair and honorable,aud that hundreds had done so before
rae.ridiculed Mr. Maxypexxy's objection to
it, and said he had rebuked him when he talked
to him of it. He was nevertheless sorry, underthe circumstances of this case, that I had
made any purchases, as they made a pretext
for my enemies to annoy him with demands for
my removal. As to the purchases of town property,he said he was entirely satisfied, from his
confidence in me, that they were all right;
hut he wished me to explain them to him, and
refer to the acts of Congress under which towns
were laid out, so that he might be prepared to
justify me and himself, when the subject came

up before him. I accordingly gave him all the
information on the subject, both as to law and
fact, which was in my power; and stated (what
was the fact) that in no one case had I been
concerned as an original projector in the layingout of any town, but in every case had
acquired my interest subject to the original
laying out. He expressed himself satisfied, exceptthat he thought the act of May 28, 1844,
did not authorize the laying out of towns except
on lands which had been surveyed. I replied,
that the Commissioner of the Land Office had
so construed the act as to recognise towns
which had been laid out before the survey, and

right and necessary; for it was idle to expect
the Territory to be settled, if it wa3 to remain
two years without towns. He expressed himselfsatisfied, and the subject was then dropped.
He wished no explanation nor found any fault
as to the contract for half-breed Kaw lands;
but, as I have already stated, he expressed himself',in strong language, entirely satisfied as to
the fairness and honorable character of the
transaction.
*******

u The second matter to which I called his attentionwas the town site of Pawnee. I had
informed hirn that my proclamation named that
placed for the meeting of the Legislature, and
gave him as a reason for so doing, that it was
remote from the iniluence of Missouri. He apnrovedof it rcry cordially; and a dav or two
thereafter, I complained to him of what I consideredthe unfair action of the War Department."

It seems that Governor Keeder and others,
who were friendly to peace and order, were
anxious to locate the seat of Government in
the neighborhood of Kort Riley, at the town of
Pawnee, on account of its remoteness from
Missouri, as well as for its central situation in
the Territory. But the Secretary of War, JeffersonDavis, in order to keep the Territorial
Government in reach of the forays of the BorderRutftans. determined to frustrate that purpose.To accomplish this end, he ordered the
town to be included within the military reservatiomwhichit is usual to make around the forts
or barracks. The survey of the reservation, it
seems, had already been made by Col. Montgomery,who, on the ground, was the best judge
of its convenience and propriety ; and his surveyhad been approved by Quartermaster
General Jesup. But Mr. Jefferson Davis, the
right arm of the Oligarchy, instigated by Atchisonand Stringfellow, no doubt, ordered the inclusionof the town of Pawnee in the reservation.

Governor Reeder proceeds:
* * # it The two subjects to which I

havo alluded were discussed incidentally duringour interviews; but the principal questionwhich occupied our attention was the generalpolitical condition of the people of the
Territory. He ipas profuse in his expressionsof approval of my course, but expressed himselfdeeply solicitous as to the probable consequencesof my return to the Territory. He
declared that, in the excited state of the community,he was fearful of personal violence to
myself; and that if violence was committed
upon me, the whole North would be inflamed,
civil war would probably ensue, and no man
could predict the result. He repeated this, and
enlarged upon it much and often; said that it
would be a fearful calamity, the beginning of
the end, Ac., concluding with the opinion that
it would be unsafe for myself and for the
country, that I should return to Kansas in the
capacity of Governor. I told him promptly
and decidedly that I would not resign the office; that two considerations forbade me to
think of it; that, as things now stood, the executiveoffice in my hands was the only means
of protection for the people against the persecutionsand oppressions which had been perpetrated,and would be continued, from the State
of Missouri; that it would be base and dishonorablein me to betray and abandon them, and
that no considerations of personal danger to
myself would induce me to think of it; that,
besides this consideration, the whole countryhad resounded with threats agaiust myself in
case 1 should return, and that a resignation of
my office under such circumstances would be
attributed to pusillanimity and cowardice. He
concurred in this view of the case, and proposedto effect all that was desirable for the
public safety and the public good, by removing
mefrom office in a way that would obviate all
my objections, and proceeded at length to givehis ideas as to what should be done. He proposedthat 1 should make to him, in writing, a
full report of all the proceedings in the Territory,with my views and opinions, referring the
whole subject and the remedy to him, and professingmy willingness to abide by any plan he
should adopt for redressing the existing wrongs,
and adjusting the present difficulties; that he
would reply in writing to this communication,
and would take upon himself the responsibility
of removing me from office as a part of the
rtmsdy, and at the same time would give the

THE NATI
mostfall, satisfactory, and unequivocal approbationof my course; that while he would declaremy removal to be necessary in order to
allay the existing excitement, and bring about j
a more calm and sober state of public feeling,
and avert tjie danger of violence or outbreak,
he would exonerate me from all blame in producingthat excitement that, in order fully to
testify the sincerity of his approbation, he
would confer upon me some unmistakable mark
of his favor, and went on to say that the missionto China would he very shortly vacant by
the return of Mr. McLane, t<> which vacancy he
would appoint me at once. To his written answerhe proposed that 1 should reply by saying,
in effect, that I was not prepared to say he had
acted unwisely. Afier considerable discussion
and much relleccion upon this proposition, I
finally answered, that if we could both agree
upon the terms of the entire correspondence
between ns, aud if I could be satisfied that our

people would be as fully cared for aud protectedas if I remained in office, and a successor
would be appointed who would resist the aggressiveinvasions from Missouri, I would cooperatewith him. He assured me that the
latter conditions should be complied with, and
said there would be no difficulty in agreeing
mutually upon the correspondence. He requestedme then to prepare my communication,which I did, and submitted it to him. He
retained it one day, and then suggested various
modifications. After discussing them, it was

agreed I should re-write it, which I did, aud
submitted it to him a second time. This did
not entirely meet his approbation, and he again
suggested alterations and modifications. He
then informed me that despatches had been receivedfrom Mr. McLane in England, which
seemed to indicate the necessity of his returningin person to China, and expressetl his Jears
that it would be out of his power to confer u}X>n
me that apjjointment, but that he would find
some other in lieu of it, which would be equally
or more desirable. I told him that the obtainingof that or any other office was to me a matterof indifference, in the condition of my familyand private affairs, and constituted no part
of the inducement to me to agree to his proposition; that I preferred rather to go on and ascertainwhether we could adjust the matter in
its other aspects; and if we could agree upon
them, the matter of another appointment would
be no obstacle to their adjustment."

After much discussion, and alter Gov. Reederbad three times written out a statement in
vindication of his coarse, and of the conditions
on which he would consent to decapitation, all
turning upon the admission on the part of the
President of the integrity and propriety of his
conduct, and the duty of protecting the Territoryfrom invasion, it was found impossible to

agree. The President was requested to specify
his objections to the written statement of Gov.
Reeder.

" He declined doing so; he said that the
whole spirit and tenor of it was unsatisfactory;

.-j j .4
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upon him. I replied, that it had been distinctly
understood throughout all our negotiations that
I would neither resign my office nor invite a removal;and that I did not see how I could, short
of this, say anything less than I had written."

After some further conversations, it was found
that the parties were getting wider and wider
asunder. The President began to mouth about
the Emigrant Aid Societies, and to Bhow a want
of the candor with which he first approached
the subject.
"My reflections that night brought me to the

conclusion that if I were removed our people
would be left entirely at the mercy of their invaders,and that unless I could have some distinctand positive security for their protection,
I would proceed no further with the present
negotiation. I saw him again the next morning,and so informed him. Our conversation
then, though entirely courteous, did not have
that same amicable Bpirit which had characterizedall our preceding interviews except that
of the night before. 1 said to him that it was
evident to me that he was ahout to make cancessionsin the wrong direction; that he was

perfectly aware that in all previous angry
tunenf,~f fraciHfav<ore3'Vhe"comp1ses *wfifct"
had satisfied the South, and had secured their
rights against the clamor of the Anti-Slavery
men ; that I considerd this a char case of aggressionon Northern rights; in whatever there
was to be of concession or compensation, it
should be made to the North, and not to the
South. The interests of the North, the interests
of the Democratic party, and the principles of
truth and justice, loudly required it; and that
if he would boldly and promptly take that course
at this time, before the mass of the Southern
neonle had taken anv nnsitiiin nnnn tU
r.r --J r

t
-I. .1""tion,he would be largely sustained, even at the

South; and that the longer the evil was allowed
to progress, the more perplexed and complicatedwould the case become, and the more difficult
of remedy. I failed to convince him of my views,
which he rather evaded than answered; and
finally told him that, as he could not agree,there was nothing left but for him to take the
responsibility of his acts, and I of mine. He
spoke of the dangers of my returning to office;
to which I replied, that they had no terrors for
me, so long as I felt I was in the performance
of my duty. He said,' Well, I shall not remove
you on account of your official action ; if I removeyou. at all, it will be on account of your
simulation in lands of the Territory.' I told
him they were not speculations, but simply purchases.

" After I had risen to leave the room, I remarkedto him that the additional papers relating to
the purchase of half-breed lands were now beforehim; that he bad the whole case, and myselfand colleagues were very anxious to have
his confirmation or rejection of them before the
1st of June, as several of the contracts expired
on that day by their own limitation. He remarkedthat he had not had time to examine
the papers. I then alluded to the town of Pawneeand the military reservation, which was an
important matter in its beuringsupon the politicalparties of the Territory, and in regard to
which he bad promised me to speak to the Secretaryat War and the Secretary of the Interior.He replied, he would have no time to
think of the matter or attend to it, but that, if
the vacation of my office could be satisfactorilyadjusted, he thought all these matters could be
arranged in suck a shape as to promote my privateinterests. I felt insulted by the proposition
to such an extent that I dared not trust myselfto reply. I was conscious of a state of
temper so angry and excited as to leave onlythe alternative of silent contempt or an angryar.d indecorous reply. I chose the former, and,
as I was standing near the door, with my hat
in my hand, I bade him good morning, and left
him."

There are other matters of interest in this
testimony, but we are compelled, for want of
space, to omit them. We dismiss the matter
with the Bingle remark, that these revelations of
Presidential weakness, not to say corruption,
show the utter unfitness of the man for the station.
8HANNON BEHOVED'.-HIS SUCCESSOR APPOINTED.
The President has at length yielded to the

demands of public justice, by the removal of
Shannon, as Governor of Kansas. This fact
proves, indisputably, that tfce President and his
friends are alarmed at the effects upon the
Presidential election likely to result from a continuanceof the system of outrage and injusticetowards the people of Kansas. The successorof Shannon is John W. Geary, of Pennsylvania.We know nothing of the appointee.
It is evident that a selection is again made from
Pennsylvania, in order to appease the uprisingindignation of the Democracy of that State,
whose vote is all-importaut to Mr. Buchanan.

RADICAL DEH0CRAT8 OP NEW YORK.

The Free|Soil Democracy of New York held
a Convention at Syracuse, on Thursday last,
aud formally dissolved their connection with
the supporters of Pierce and Buchanan. They
nominated Fremont and Dayton, of coarse, and
adopted decided resolutions, and an address to
the Public. There is nothing left of the spirit
of gennine Democracy in the Buchanan and
Pierce party, after this stampede; and we think
that the shadow will be found to bare sensibly
diminished in November next.

%

which lies north of Oregon, is still more secure
from the blighting influence of Slavery, and
will, within two or three years, be admitted
into the Union as a State. Nebraska, lying
contiguous to the free and vigorous State ol
Iowa, is also out of danger of being cursed bj
Slavery, and will have the requisite population
for admission into the Union as a State, in two.
or, at most, three years. Here, then, are foui
free Territories which, within three years, will
infallibly become States of the Union; while
beyond the proper limits of States to be formed
out of Nebraska and Minnesota Territories
there is room for half a dozen more, to saj
nothing of those to be made by subdivisions o

Oregon and Washington.
It is therefore the merest imbecility to tall

longer of preserving the balance of power be
tween the North and South. That balanc<
never existed, and the approximation to it hai
every year grown more and more remote, fronc
the foundation of the Government to the present
time.

The Outrageous Assault upon S
P, Hanscom, Esq., who is the " H-" Washing
ton correspondent of the New York Tribune
was not made by Captain Pate alone, as hai
been represented by some of the Press, but b]
a mob of fire or six persons, headed by Pate
The latter, we are informed? declined to mee
Mr. Hanscom alone.

ONAL ERA: WASH:
THE BALANCE OF POWEB.

Nothing could be more idle than the attempt
to preserve an even balance of power between
the North and the Sonth. a contest waged
against the laws of political and social economy,which are as mnch the laws of nature as

those which regulate the planetary system or

the circulation of the blood. It is contending
with God and nature, to attempt to keep up an

equality of political power between the free
States and those which tolerate Slavery. Each
social system has its law of progress, its ratio
of increase ; and it is useless bj anything shorl
of the interposition of the hand of despotic
power to cramp the buoyant energies of the
one, or to invigorate the decadent tendencies
of the other.

If we examine the history of the country
from the formation of the Government to the

present time, we shall find a regular increase
of Northern or free State superiority over the
South or slave States. This can be convenient
ly illustrated by a table, showing the numbei
of Presidential Electors which the several
States in each section of the Union have beet
entitled to, under each Census :

Number of Electors of Each State.
Cen- Cen- Cen Cen- Cen- On- Cen
SUB BUS BUB BUS SUB BUS SUB

1790. 1800. 1810. lsao 1S». 1840. 185(1

Maine . . . 9 10 9 1
New Hampshire 6 7 8 8 7 6'
Vermont 4 6 8 7 7 6 i
Massachusetts 16 19 22 15 14 12 12
Rhode Island 4 4 4 4 4 4 <

Connecticut 9 9 9 8 8 6 <
New York 12 19 29 36 42 36 31
New Jersey 7 8 8 8 8 7'
Pennsylvania 15 20 25 28 30 26 2'
Ohio . 3 8 16 21 23 21
Indiana . . 3 5 9 12 1!
Illinois . . . 3 5 9 1]
Michigan . . . . 3 5 I
Wisconsin . . . . . .

Iowa......
California . . . . . . '

73 96 124 147 168 161 17l
Delaware 3 3 4 3 3 3 1
Maryland 10 11 11 11 10 8 1

Virginia 21 24 25 24 23 17 11
North Carolina 12 14 15 15 15 11 1<
South Carolina 8 10 11 11 11 9 1
Georgia 4 6 8 9 11 10 II
Florida . . . . . . I
Alabama . . . 5 7 9 !

Mississippi . . . 3 4 6'
Louisiana . . 3 5 5 6 (

Texas . . . . . . -

Tennessee 3 5 8 11 15 13 1!
Kentucky 4 8 12 14 15 12 1!
Missouri . . . 3 4 7!
Arkansas . . . . 3 3

(15 81 97 114 126 114 12!
From the foregoing table it will be seen that

under the first census, the free States had ai

electoral majority of 8, under the second cen

suk 16, under the third census 27, under th<
fourth census 33, under the fifth census 42, un
der the sixth census 47, under the seventh cen

sus 56.
These figures would seem to show an irregn

l&r or declining rate of increase on the part c

the North ; but it is rather apparent than real
It arises from the greater populations repr<
seated by each electoral vote in the later periods
The following table table shows the rapid ad

vance of the Northern majority upon the tots
Southern vote. It will be seen that that majori
ty was in 1790, under one-eighth of the Soutb
ern electoral vote, while, under the apportion
ment of 1850, it has risen to very nearly on

half! Does this look like preserving the bal
ance of power? We submit it to the dream
ers of a " balance of power," to cipher out, b;
the Rule of Three, how long it will be befor
V/. V.orthern ^msinrity eoual^ the. Southeri
vote; or, in other words, how long belore tbi
North has twice the political strength of thi
South.
Census. Northern Southern E'ec- Ratio.

majority. tora! vote.
1790 8 65 8 1-8
1800 16 81 5 1-16
1810 27 97 3 2 3
1820 33 114 3 5-11
1830 42 126 3
1840 47 114 2 20-4'
1850 56 120 2 1-7
The above table must confound all specula

tions or hopes of ever raising the South up tt
an equality with the North in political power
But there are additional facts to be brough
into view, which place the matter still furthe:
beyond the range of possibility. In the firs
place, there is no territory where Slavery hai
any foothold, except Kansas. Utah is said t<
have a few slaves, and a Constitution has re

cently been formed (on the squatter sovoreign
ty prinriple which is so much deprecated ii
Kansas) which tolerates Slavery. But tha
cold and inaccessible region has no natura
adaptation to Slavery, and it can never flourisl
there. The profligate horde of Mormons, wh<
for the time hold possession of it, have doubt
lese admitted Slavery into their Constitution
for the purpose of propitiating the ruling claei
in the country, with the hope of being admittec
into the Union as a State. But Mormonism
to say nothing of Slavery, will be sufficient t<
keep them in their Territorial condition foi
many years to come. New Mexico is too ster
ile and inaccessible for either Slavery or Free
dom to dourish, and will either remain in its
Territorial condition, or be admitted as a fre«
State. Kansas is therefore tlie only Territorj
where Slavery can thrive, and in fact it hac
only a nominal existence there. Its chances
of admission as a slave State are exceedingly
remote, as nothing bat the election of Buchan
an can secure that result.
On the side of the North, the case is quite

different. Already Minnesota is fully ripe foi
assuming the duties and responsibilities of a
free State, and will probably be admitted into
the Union at the next session of Congress.
Oregon, also, is preparing to become a State;
and although the Administration may be weak
and wicked enough, we have little fear that ii
can force Slavery upon that high northern
Territory. In fact, the Ordinance of 1787 has
been extended over it, and has effectually securedits settlement by freemen. Washington,

..
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ANALYSIS OF THE VOTE OH THE BROOKS

EXPULSION CASE.

It will be interesting to the public to see an t
analysis of the votes given in the above case, j
affecting so materially the freedom of debate, c

On the resolution for the expulsion of Brooks, 1
there were 121 votes in the affirmative, and <
95 in the negative. Of the former, only two <

were from the Sooth, viz: Mr. Hoffman of Ma- j
ryland, Know Nothing, and Mr. Cullen of Del- i
aware. The Republicans, in a body, all from <

the free States, voted affirmatively, together
; with Broom, Haven, Whitney, and Dunn, Fill- (

more Know Nothings ; and Hickman, Packer, 1
Peck, Vail, Wells, and Williams, Buchanan (
Democrats. x

The minority of 95 was composed of the <

, entire Southern delegation present, excepting ]
, Messrs. Hoffman and Cullen, together with the ]
( following Northern " Democrats," who are the ]
, peculiar friends of Mr. Buchanan, and the sup- i

porters of Slavery, viz: Allen, Harris, and ]
. Marshall, of Illinois; Cadwalader, Jones, and ]
L Florence, of Pennsylvania ; Denver, of Califor- ,

, nia; English and Miller, of Indiana; Hall, of j
Iowa; Kelly and Wheeler, of New York.12.
Also, Harrison, of Ohio, Fillmore Know Noth-

. ing- i

Cobb's resolution, denying all jurisdiction
of the House in the case, received 66 votes,
all Southern, except Florence and Jones, of
Pennsylvania; Denver, of California; Harris,
of Illinois; Hall, of Iowa; Wheeler, of New
York. Carlile and Millson, of Virginia;
Cliugman, Puryear, and Reade, of North Carolina; Cullen, of Delaware; Davis, Harris,
Hoffman, and Ricaud, of Maryland; Cox, A.
K. Marshall, H. Marshall, and Underwood, of
Kentucky; Etheridge, Sage, Zollicoffer, of
Tennessee; Smith of Alabama, Evans of Texas.voted in the negative.

English's substitute for Cobb's resolution
received thirty-five votes.eithteen Sonthern,

g and seventeen Northern. It declares disappro^
bation of the assault upon Mr. Sumner by

^ Brooks, and at the same time disapproves of
5 the use of language in debate personally offenDsive to any member, or to any State of the
^ Union. It of course claims jurisdiction in the

^ case. Yet Denver of California, Hall of Iowa,
lj Ready of Tennessee, and Trippe of Georgia,
7 who voted for Cobb's resolution, declaring that
5 the House has no jurisdiction in the case, voted
* for this substitute!
2
2 RESIGNATION OF BROOKS.

4 We omitted last week to allude to the speech
- of Mr. Brooks, made to the House of Repre0sentatives immediately after the vote for his
, expulsion. It was just such a speech as might
1 have been expected from such a man on such
. an occasion. He evidently felt that he was a

e person of mark, and was proud of the notoriety
i. which he has acquired by his assault on a UnitedStates Senator. Like other persons who

acquire fame by similar deeds, and who make
[. farewell speeches to admiring audiences, there
if was that happy blending of sentiment and swagI.ger in his effort, which never fails to call forth
t- the admiration and apDlauseofcongenial spirits.
i. He appeared to think.in fact, he boasted.
[. that the same good right arm which had felled
,1 to the floor and nearly murdered an unarmed

Senator in his seat, in a position which utterly
disabled him, might, with another blow, have

[_ produced a revolution. Hear him:
e

" Sir, I cannot, on my own account, assume
the responsibility, in the face of the American
people, of commencing a line of conduct which

l* in my heart of hearts would result in subvertving the foundations of this Government, and in
e drenching this Hall in blood. No act of mine,

and on my personal account, shall inaugurate1 _i.»: , i -1-. j.., if. are to your own home, and hear the people of the
e great North.and they are a great people.

speak of me as a bad man, you will do me the
justice to say that a blow struck by me at
this time would be followed by revolution.and
this I know. [Applause and hisses in the gallery.]"

No one, after this, can doubt Mr. Brooks's devotionto the peace and harmony of the Union,
7 or fail to feel grateful to him for withholding

that fatal blow which would have precipitated
all the horrors of a revolution! We breathe

5 freer, as though a great crisis has been passed
. in safety 1 The following is a precious adtmission;
r

" Mr. Brooks, (resuming.) If I desired to kill
t the Senator, why did not I do it? You all

admit that I had him in my power. Let me
9 tell the member from New Jersey that it
> was expressly to avoid taking life that I used

nil uruumry tuur, picsciucu vu mc uy a iiicuu

. in Baltimore, nearly three months before its
application to the 'bare head' of the Massachu1
setts Senator. I went to work very deliber1ately, as I am charged.and this is admitted.

1 and speculated somewhat as to whether I should
i employ a horsewhip or a cowhide ; but know}ing that the Senator was my superior in strength,

it occurred to me that he might wrest it from
my hand, and then.for I never attempt anyjthing I do not perform.I might have been

i compelled to do that which I would have regret[ted the balance of my natural life."
It is clear from this that Mr. Brooks, hero as

he is, cannot boast like another gallant son of
the Palmetto State, (Pickens,) that he "was
born insensible to fear." On the contrary, he
seems fully to appreciate that opposite maxim,
which, if we mistake not, owes its paternity to
his friend FallstafF, that "Discretion is the
better part of valor." This admission of a prudentregard for his health would also seem to
throw doubt on his assertion that the first blow

r given Mr. Summer was only " a tap," intended
.

" to put him on his guard." It is more proba- 1

ble, in the agitation of the moment, with the

(
violent apprehension of having his cane wrested
from him, that he struck with all his might.

THE HERBERT CASE.

Herbert, the Democratic Member of Congress
from California, who has been on trial in the
Criminal Court of this District for the homicide
of Thomas Keating, an Irish waiter at Willard's t

Hotel, was acquitted on Friday last. The jury t

made short work of it. They were out but an i

hoar and a quarter. The case being thus dis- i

posed of by a jury of our fellow-citizens, it may f
perhaps be regarded as presumptuous to ques- 1
tion the propriety of the verdict, unless we had t
all the testimony before us. Bat, without any

r harsh comments upon the motives of men, we

p cannot bat believe, judging from the prominent
r facts in the case, that much less than justice

has been meted out, and that the social position,
and, still more, the political connections of the

[ accused have gone very far to screen him from

I the rigid hand of the law. Herbert is a friend
of the Administration, he is a native of AlaI
bama, and this combined in his favor the aid
end countenance, not merely of the Administra'tion, but of nearly the whole Southern delegaf
tion in Congress. This fact is demonstrated by
the vote of the House of Representatives against
inquiry into the affair. That vote was composed

1 of the entire Administration party, North and
South, with perhaps one or two exceptions, to5gether with the Southern Know Nothing vote.

1 The Republicans to a man, including those who
' still adhere to the " American"party, voted for
1 inquiry. Then the fact that leading and distinguishedSenators and Representatives were

seen in the Court daring the trial, extending their
. sympathy and countenance to the prisoner, goes
? to show what sort of influences were brought to

i bear in the case. %

j Although we are not among those who regard
, the deed as involving the guilt of murder in the
t first degree, we are very far from believing it

a justifiable or excusable homicide. t

31, 1856.
XE8SBS. BROOKS AND BURLINGAME.

As weekly journalists, it is scarcely necessary
hat we should publish the voluminous corres>ondeneewhich has grown out of the personal
lifference between Mr. Burlingame and Mr.
Brooks, even if we could spare the space, since
>ur issue will be anticipated by the daily press
>f the entire country. Nevertheless, as the
mblic undoubtedly feel a deep interest in the
natter, we purpose to make a brief statement
>f the case.

On the 1st of July, Mr. Bocock, of Virginia,
is the friend of Mr. Brooks, called on Mr. Buringame,for the purpose of making a verbal
:ommunicatiou to him. Mr. Brooks, in short,
vished to know if Mr. Burlingame would "

accepta call from him to answer for the offence
le had given him." The offence was, that Mr.

Burlingame had charged in his speech, in the
Souse, on the 21st June, that Mr. Brooks "stole
into the Senate, that place which had hitherto
been held sacred against violence, and smote

aim, (Mr. Sumner,) as Cain smote his brother."
A. conversation ensued, in which Mr. Burlinjarnestated to Mr. Bocock " that he had no

unkind feelings whatsoever for you, (Brooks;)
on the contrary, regarded you as a man of

courage and a man of honor; that while he

disapproved of the assault on Mr. Sumner, and
felt bound, as a Massachusetts man, to condemn
it, he had designed to discriminate between the
man and the act." This is the report which
Mr. Bocock made to his friend Brooks, of the
affair. He says, further, that Mr. Burlingaaie
disclaimed the boasts which had been thrown
out in his name, and said that they had never

been thrown out by him, but met his condemnation; u and if, after all this, you were not satisfied,and wanted his blood, he stated that he
could do nothing less than accept, and would
do so." " Describe me to him as you see me.

Do justice to my kind feelings to him, and do
justice also to my manhood."

Mr. Burlingame states that this conversation
was reduced to writing long after it occurred ;
and, without controverting its substantial truth,
he says: " However much it might be to my
advantage to state the whole conversation as

I understood it, still, inasmuch as it was 'private'at Mr. Bocock's own request, I refrain
from doing so." He further says :

"When examined, the statement discloses
what is to me now a source of satisfaction. It
appears from it that 1 did not seek difficulty
with any one; that I felt that no man.not even
Mr. Brooks.had cause of complaint against
me; that I would not admit myself a violator
of the rules of personal or parliamentary propriety,as I should have done, had I stated to
him that I intended to insult Mr. Brooks or

anybody else on the floor of the House: that I
disavowed the character of a boaster; that I
retracted none of my language, and was ready
to give him satisfaction. I may well rest myselfon this statement of Mr. Bocock, leaving a

generous public to view it in the light in which
it was made. It will be remembered by Mr.
Bocock that I expressly refused, in our subsequentinterviews, to permit the word ' honor'
to be placed in the statement written by my
friends, and that, because of such refusal, he
thought Mr. Brooks would deem it unsatisfactory."

Contrary to Mr. Bocock's opinion, Mr. Brooks
was satisfied, and "was impressed with the belief"that Mr. Burlingame "was an elevated
gentleman."
Two weeks afterwards, Mr. Bocock called

again on Mr. Burlingame, and requested that
their former conversation might be reduced to
writing, and placed in the hands of Mr. Brooks.
Mr. Bocock submitted such a statement, which
was unsatisfactory. The next day, he addresseda letter to Mr. Burlingame, in which, among
other things, (we quote the account of it given

'Rnplinorama.l he savs ;
" 'The real point of the matter is, that you

did not intend to rellect on Mr. Brooks personally.'After suggesting a number of ways by
which this could be stated, he writes : ' It may
be done by your saying, in reply to this note,
that you did not intend to reHect on Mr. Brooks
personally.' Again : ' I am sure you ought not
to object to the latter course.' These few words
disclose the desire of Mr. Brooks, through persuasion,to get something which might satisfy
his friends for neglecting rae in his liberal calls
on gentlemen for personal satisfaction."

Mr. Burlingame referred the matter to his
friends, Messrs. George Ashmun and Speaker
Banks, who agreed upon the statement appendedto the speech of Mr. Brooks, as it appeared
in the Union. It was not embodied in the
speech, and no reference was made to the affair
in it. This statement is a guarded admission
of the substance of the conversations with Mr.
Bocock, bating the word "honor." So, after
all, it was Hamlet, without the part of Hamlet.
But the card proved unsatisfactory to the

friends of Mr. Burlingame, and Mr. Brooks and
his friends are reported to have boasted of
backing him down" and of conquering Massachusetts.Mr. Burlingame consequently grew

lensitive, and could not rest under such imputations,as was natural in a man of honor placed
in his situation. He therefore publicly withIrewthe memorandum, or explanation, by a

note in the Intelligencer of July 1st; whereupon,the following correspondence ensued :

"Washington, July 21.
" Sir : Will you do me the kindness to indicatesome place outside of this District where

it will be convenient to you to negotiate in referenceto the difference between us '/
G Vowtr eoonootfnlltr A* r»

V V*jr »V»yVVMUIlJTj
" P. S. Brooks.

" Hon. A. Burlingatne."
"Washington, July 21, 1856.

" Sir : Your note of this date was placedgin
my hands by General Lane this afternoon. In
reply, I have to say that I will be at the Clifton
House, on the Canada side of Niagara Falls,
>n Saturday next, at 12 o'clock, M., to '

negotiate'in reference to any 'difference between
Ets' which, in your judgment, may require set,lement'outside of this District.'
"I hare the honor to be your ob't serv't,

"A. BuRLIXOAMK.
" Hon. P. S. Brooks."
Mr. Brooks, immediately on the receipt of

his answer, instead of repairing to the place
inggested, publishes the whole affair to the
rorld, and declines to have any further to do
with the matter. He thinks that he could not
ro to Canada without imminent risk to his life.
He regards the North as a hostile country,
hrough which it would be dangerous for him
o pass; and his friends here suggest, as an adiitionalobjection to the place choeen, that he
vould have been murdered by the fugitive
ilaves. They forget that the poor fugitives are a
miserable set of starvelings, who are sighing to
eturn to "Old Virginia's shore," and that they
rould hail Mr. Brooks as a deliverer.but let
hat pass. »

We are surprised that it never occurred to
tfr. Brooks or his friends, that the proper
>oorse was to suggest these obstacles or obections,and propose some other place of
neeting. Mr. Bnrlingame had no particular
lesire to go to Canada, except that he was
Lnxious. of course, to evade the U-« tu-_

-, , »! . 1UO 1

>roposition to go to Niagara came from Mr, ]
Campbell, hi* second, who pressed it upon Mr. ]
Barlingame, much against his wish.»

It is farther to be observed, in this connec- 1
ion, that Virginia and Maryland, the usual i
-esorts of Congressional duellists, are still
nore hostile to an "Abolitionist," like Mr.
Barlingame, than is the North to Mr. Brooks. '

it is fresh in the recollection of the public, \that a gentleman of high character was, a week
>r two since, expelled from one of the northern 1
jounties in Virginia, near Washington, simplyFor attending the Philadelphia Convention. It jsannot be forgotten, either, that the mass of <
his oommunity and of the adjoining portions i

of Maryland are deeply embittered in feeling
against " Abolitionism." Brooks was fined
bnt three hundred dollars by the District Judge,
for a crime which, if perpetrated upon a

Southern Senator by a friend of Mr. Sumner,
would have sent the culprit to prison, perhaps
to the penitentiary; and Brooks's speech in
vindication of the act was frequently applaudedby the galleries, in spite of efforts to preventit. These facts show that Mr. Burlingamewould incur more risk from mobs for killingBrooks iu a duel in this vicinity, than
Brooks would incur in Canada, for killing Burlingame.
As to distance, objections on that score are

frivolous. It is usual for duellists from the
South to come to the vicinity of Washington,
to settle their disputes. We remember the
case of Johnson and Jones, from the eastern

part of North Carolina, who fonght at Bladensburgin 1847. One of them, we are not certainwhich, was killed on the spot. They could
not have reached the place of meeting in less
than two days. Mr. Brooks can reach Niagara
in sixteen to twenty-four hours, by any one of
three or four routes, and no one would be the
wiser for it.
We conclude with au extract from the statementof Mr. Campbell. He says :
u It is proper to say, that the suggestion of

the 4 Clifton House, on the Canada tide of
Niagara Falls,1 as the place, was presented
by me to Mr. Burlingame. At first he disapprovedof it; and added, with some feeling,
that if Mr. Brooks was anxious to meet him to
1 negotiate,' Ac., he would, if necessary, go
even to South Carolina. I insisted on the
time and place I had named ; saying to Mr.
Burlingame, that if I was to be his adviser, he
must be governed by my counsel, and that I
would be resjionsible for my decision. Mr.
Burlingame then acquiesced, stating, that if a
communication was presented to me, objecting
to the time or place, in his absence, I should
change either, or both, at my discretion. I
deem a knowledge of the facts on this point
alike due to Mr. Burlingame and myself, in
view of the unexpected publicity which Col.
Brooks has given to the matter through the
press." _____

THE THUS POLICY.

The most vigorous action which the AntiNebraskaparty has yet displayed in the House,
in relation to Kansas, was the adoption, in
Committee of the Whole, on Thursday last, of
Mr. Barbour's amendment to the Army bill. It
is in the following words:

" But Congress, hereby disapproving of the
code of alleged laws, officially communicated
to them by the President, and which are representedto have been enacted by a body claimingto be the Territorial Legislature of Kansas;
and also disapproving of the manner in which
said alleged laws shall have been affirmed by
the Senate and House of Representatives, as

having been enacted by a legal Legislature,chosen in conformity with the organic law by
the people of Kansas, no part of the military
force of the United States shall be employed
in aid of their enforcement; nor shall any citizenof Kansas be required, under their provisions,to act as a part of the posse comi/alus
of any officer acting as marshal or sheriff in
said Territory."
On motion of Mr. Wakeman, of New York,

the amendment was amended, by adding the
following words :

" Said laws, and every part and parcel thereof,being declared null and void."
Mr. Barbour's amendment, as amended, was

then adopted by a vote of 72 to 57, the largest
majority yet cast by the opposition.

But it will be seen that the attendance was

thin ; and it may be that the vote in Committeeof the Whole will not be ratified by the
House. We sincerely trust that it may be;
as the country will then see whether Cass,
Douglas, and Toombs, are really in earnest in
prupuslug lu irpcal lUo prctoudcd lawa of Kau
sas, and whether they really desire peace and
fairness. In truth, a measure like this is the
only one which can reach the source of the evil
under present circumstances, with the Senate
and President on the side of the ruffian invadersof Kansas. When they find that the
Representatives of the People will not vote the
public money to carry out the infamous scheme
of making Kansas a slave State, by usurpation,fraud, and force, they will quickly be compelledto acquiesce in the popular demands;
just as the tyrannical Charles and Georges of
England, in days of yore, succumbed to our

Anglo Saxon ancestors. " Withhold the supplies"is the true remedy, and the time-honoredcheck-mate to tyrants. It is the palladiumof the English people; the very strongholdof Freedom in'the British Isles.
This is the fourth great victory of the ses-

sion. First, was the election of Speaker Banks,
after a straggle of two months; next, came the
appointment of the Investigating Committee,
which was achieved with less difficulty; then,
the admission of Kansas, with her Free State
Constitution, with no great effort; and now,
the true remedy for tyranny has gone through
its preliminary stage of adoption in Committee
of the Whole, by a majortty of fifteen votes 1
Let the Representatives of the People stand
firm, and they will command victory !

REPUBLICANISM "SECTIONAL."
We very often hear from the oracles of " Democracy" sentiments like the following, which

was the resolve of a meeting of that party in
Franklin county, Massachusetts:

" Resolved, That a party that cannot unite in
its councils representatives from all the States
of the Union, to consult as to the public welfare,should not be trusted with the confidence
of the people or the administration of their
Glovernment."
Senator Douglas very often indulges in the

taunt, thrown at the Republicans, that they dare
uot avow their principles in one half the States
of the Union. Surrounded as he is in the SenateChamber by a large majority of friends to
Slavery, he seems to forget, not only that
Lhere is a North, but that there is a Constitution,
which guaranties the most entire freedom of
speech and of the press. He forgets that the
Constitution of Virginia, and those of all the
older slave States, at least, re-echo the same
maxims of Freedom; and delighted with the
momentary advantage which the disgraceful fact
grives him and his friends, he glories in that
spirit of intolerance and of aotoeratic despotismwhich his Southern friends practice towards
*11 who now maintain the principles of Freedom.-thecreed of Washington and Jefferson!
He ifinifpi* *nd miV«« it » »V.» l.:_ t-i.J-
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ind partisans in the slave States have trampledunder foot the most sacred guaranties of
.he Federal and of their State Constitutions,
because their tyranny and usurpation prevents
:he diffusion of Republican principles ! Such
is modern " Democracy!" Shades of Jefferson
ind Adams, of Franklin and Henry I What
drink ye of this modern " Democrat?" Was it
.his system of despotism which ye gave your
lives to establish? But Mr. Douglas is not alone,
Mr. Buchanan, by deeds, has attested his ap-
proval of this process.of crashing out freedom
)f speech and of the press, as will be seen by
.he follwing extract from the proceedings of the
Senate:

,

u Wednesday, Jews 8, 1836..On motion of
Mr. Calhoun, the bill to prevent the circulation

JDt incendiary publications (' touching Hit sub-
eel of Slavery') in the mail, was taken up on ]its third reading. ju The bill was lost on its passage, by the folowingvote: ^

* Yeas. Messrs. Black, Brown, BUCHAN- 1^N, Calhoun, Cuthbert, Grundy, King of Ala)ama,King of Georgia, Madgum, Moore, Nich- i>las. Porter, Preston, Rives, Robinson, Tall- 1nadge, Walker, Wright, White.1$. <

VOL. X. I
" NAYS~Messrs. BENTON, Clay, Critten- I

den, Davis, Ewine of Illinois, Ewing of Ohio, I
Goldsborougb, Hendricks, Hubhard, Kent, H
Knight, McKean, Leigh, Morris, Naudain, A
Niles, Prentiss, Haggles, Shepley, Southard. \MSwift, Tipton, Tomlinson, Wall, Webster.2.1." I

It will be seen that Mr. Buchanan wa3 truer I
to Slavery and its despotic demands than sev- I
eral leading Southern Senators, among them I
Clay, Benton, Crittenden, Leigh of Virginia, I
giria, Goldshorongh and Kent of Maryland.

Every one understands what is meant by "in- I
cendi.\ry publications." They include even I
speech or writing which questions the morality I
or lawfulness of Slavery. All such publication* I
conld, at the discretion of a South Carolina I
postmaster, be burned or destroyed, without I
consulting the party to whom they were ad I
dressed. The Kansas laws on this subject, I
copied, we believe, in this, as in other eases, I
from those of Missouri, punish with fine aad I
imprisonment the circulation of any writing I
which questions the validity of Slavery in the I
Territory.
Does it not come with an ill grace troiu a I

party which upholds such principles, to talk ot I
Sectionalism? The oligarchy mob and expel f
men from the South for professiug Republics I
principles, and then cry shame to a party which I
cannot be tolerated south of Masou anu Dixon j I
Hue ! Cool, decidedly ! Virginia drives from I
her borders her citizens who dared to atle::J I
the Philadelphia Convention, and her dough I
faced minions at the North raise their hands m
horror at the idea of supporting the nominee* 1
of a " Sectional Convention."

We take the following letter, with the eou>
ments thereon, from the Richmond Enquire
Let Northern supporters of Mr. Buchanan con
pare the letter and the commentary of the Ki.
quirer with their Cinciunati platform, and with
the stereotyped speeches of Douglas, Cass, and
their leaders generally, ou the right of the p<v,
pie of the Territories to govern themselves
BUCHANAN ON SQUATTER SOVEREIGNTY jAnother Important Document. I
It is a remarkable fact, that whiie the oppo' Isition press of Virginia accuses Mr. Buchanan Iof teaching the doctrine of Squatter Sovereign- §ty. another Know Nothing paper in Alabama Iarraigns him for professing directlv the con I

trary principle. The Mobile Advertiser repro- Iduces the following letter, for the purpose ot |proving that the Democratic candidate main- Itains that the sovereignty over the Territories I
resides in the Federal Government: |

WAflHIVftTON, August 21, 1X48. i
Dear Sir: 1 have just received yours of th- I

12th instant, in which you submit to me the I
following paragraph, and ask whether it coa I
tains an accurate version of the conversation
between us, concerning my Berks county let JKter, on the occasion to which you refer: i

" Happening to meet Mr. Buchanan at H
President's levee, on Friday evening, I called I
his attention to this letter, and asked hini if h R
intended to be understood as claiming that tk» I
population of a Territory in an unorganized th B
pacity had the right to control the question of R
Slavery in such Territory. He declared that E
no such idea had ever been maintained by him; R
that the construction put upon his language bv R
Mr. Yancey was a perversiou of its plaiu and oh R
vious meaning; that, in his opinion, the inhab- R
itants of a Territory, as such, had no political R
rights, | although they possessed all the private K
rights of Americau citizens;| that they had lo i
power whatever over the subject of Slavery; iu.J B
they could neither interdict nor establish it, e\- H
cept when assembled in Convention to form a RState Constitution. He further authorized ani IB
requested me to make any public use ot the#-: R
declarations that I might think proper, 'o cor X
rect any impression which Mr. Yancey's cod R
struction of his language in the Berks letter I
might have made." I
With the addition which I have inserted be I

tween brackets, this statement is substantially I
and almost literally correct, accord:ng to my If
recollection. I

In my letter to Berks county of the 25th Au- I
gust, 1847, I bad said, " under the Missouri I
Compromise, Slavery was forever prohibited I
north of the parallel of 30 degrees 30 minuter, 1
aud south of this parallel the question was left E'
to be decided by the people." What people .' R
Undoubtedly the people of the Territory assem- R
bled in Convention to form a State Constitution, I
and ask admission into the Union: and nut the R
first adventurers, or " first comers," who mi/br
happen to arrive in the Territory assembled in
public meeting. If a doubt on this subject could
possibly exist, it is removed by the next sue
ceeding sentence of my letter. 1 proceeded to
state : " Congress, on the admission of Texas,
adopted the same rule," Ac. And what wan
this rule? "The joint resolution for aunexin/Texas to the United States," approved March
1st, 1845, answers the question in the followii
words: " And such States as may be formed
out of that portion of said Territory lying south
of 36 degress 30 minutes north latitude, corn
monly known as the Missouri Compromise line,shall be admitted into the Union with or withoutSlavery, as the people of each State askinyadmission may desire." Such was the description of the people to whom I referred in inyBerks county letter.
Any other construction of the letter would

render it essentially inconsistent with itself".
Having urged the adoption of the Missouri Compromise,the inference is irresistible, that Con
gress, in ray opinion, possesses the power to leglslate upon the subject of 8lavery in the Terri
tories. What an absurdity, would it then be,
if, whilst asserting this SOFMS/CA'POWEii
IN CONGRESS, which power from its nature
must be EXCL ITSIVE, I should in the very
same breadth also claim this identical power" for the population of a Territory in an unor
ganized capacity ? "

In conclusion, I desire to reiterate and reaffirmevery sentiment contained in my Berks
county letter. I cling to the Missouri Corapro-
mise witn greater tenacity than ever, and yeifirmly believe that it will be adopted by Con
gress. Yours, very respectfully,

James Bucuaxax.
T. Sand/ord, Esq.
The Enquirer remarks:
This is a formal and public exposition of

opinion, and presents the deliberate conviction
of Mr. Buchanan on the vexed question of the
relations of Slavery in the Territories. In claimingfor Congress exclusive control over the Territories,Mr. Buchanan emphatically repudiatesthe idea of squatter sovereignty. But, in claim
ing for Congress this exclusive sovereignty, he
does not imply that the Federal Legislature mayprohibit or abolish Slavery in the Territories.
It does not follow, that because Congress maylegislate for the protection of Slavery in the
Territories, that it may legislate for its abolition.
The distinction is obvious and incontestable.
Indeed, the very fact that power is reserved to
the Federal Legislature to protect property wi'.h
in the Territories, implies that Congress has .1)

power to destroy it.

"Guilford, Dkaruokx Co., Ixu.,
"July 5, lHit>.

To the Editor of the National Era:
"Sir: Having been long in the Anti-Slaver,

cause, of course I have had to contend with
many objections.perhaps none worse to managethan the apparent approbation given to Slaveryby Washington and other illustrious men.
But an idea struck roc of late, which I do not
recollect to have ever seen, which would ccrtainlvUDSet all itair onr>»./x-~l til...-...

/ » .«« VI rk J t fcUV Ifoundation of which is, that every man must
terve God and his country in his own day and
generation.
"Thus Washington and his associates estab

lished the platform that every man was entitledto Life, Liberty, and the pursuit of Happi
uess. It was unnecessary that they should singleout Slavery.it would die, of course.

" The Congress that passed the act to make a

pike over the Allegany mountains did not pas
Eta act to prevent the people from packing their
produce, groceries, dry goods, Ac., across on
mules.
"Perhaps it would help the cause, if some of

four able correspondents would give us a letter
ra our duties to our own generation.
"Another idea suggests itself to my mind, by

reading the last Era: Is the three hundred
thousand dollars for the wagon road, commenting in Missouri, intended to he a means of

_ J


